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ABSTRACT

A recursive model of the level and distribution of family

income in Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas is formlated

and estimated. The model is related to both human capital and

job competition models. Then, the impacts of changes in racial,

educational, and industrial composition on the level and distri-

bution of income are analyzed.
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DETERMINANTS OF THE LEVU. AND DISTRIBUTION OF
FAMILY INCOME IN METROPOLITAN AREAS, 1969

The level and distribution of family income in 1969 varied widely

across Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas (SMSAs) in the U.S.1

Stamford, Conn., had the highest median income, $15,862; Bristol,

Conn., had the most equally distributed ircomes, a Gini coefficient

of .272. Of all the metropolitan areas, McAllen, Texas, was the

poorest, with a median income of $4776, as well as the most unequIll, with

a Gini coefficient of .469. In this paper a model of the determinants

of this variation in income levels and size distributions is formulated

and estimated. The model emphasizes the role of the industrial structure

of the area.

A MODEL OF INCOME DETERMINATION IN THE METROPOLITAr AREA

Newhouse (1971) and Thurow (1975) both assign industrial composition

a major role in explaining the level and distribution of income, even

though Newhouse adheres to the labor-supply-oriented human capital

theory and Thurow supports the labor-demand-oriented ,h competition

theory. Newhouse asserts:

For the purpose of predicting area income distribution
it may be best to treat the amount of human capital as
a function of industry mix. If firms in an industry
impart the same amounts of specific training but that
amount differs by industry, the industry mix determines
the amount of specific training in ne labor force....
Since workers with large amounts of general education
tend to be mobile and locate where highly skilled jobs
are being offered, industry mix also plays a role in

determintng the distribution of general education among
areas (pp. 56-57).
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For Newhouse, industrial location determines the supply of specific

and general training in the area. Workers are paid their marginal

products, which depend on their skills, so that in determining the

amount of tumbling in the area, the industry mixt,also determines

wages. Newhouse assumes that a fixed proportion of an industry's

jobs fall into specific income classes so that wage structures are

constrit across industries. He then argues that national unions,

national product markets, and similar technologies produce a constant

wage level for an industry independent of its geographical location.

In the job competition model, the individual's earnings depend

not on his own endowments, but on the job he acquires. The marginal

product adheres not to the person, but to the job. Labor demand,

not the backuound skills of the labor force, determines the number

and types of jobs that exist. Thus, the industrial mix determines

both the wage level and the wage structure. These depend on technology,

interdependent preferences, and customary wage differentials in the

workplace.

Employers are anxious to establish wage structures that their
employees regard as equitable since their profits depend on
it. Th,.!re is a profit maximizing wage structure, but it
need not be a marginal productivity wage structure....The
structure of wages is dependent upon the structure of
interdependent preferences rather than upon the structure
of marginal products....Giver the need for production
teamwork and the existence of interdependent preferences,
wages are negotiated and set on a team rather than an
individual basis....Team wage structures lead to dif-
ferent wages for the same skill....The net result is a
structure of wages that is often more homogeneous within
firms or industries than it is within occupations (Thurow,
pp. 108-109).
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While Thurow does not claim to understand how "equitable" wage

structures are established, he does point out that they remain constant

over long periods of time, and thus are relevant to the type of short-

run model specified below.

Neither Thurow nor Newhouse predicts the effect of specific

industries on wage levels and wage structure. Thus, one purpose of

this paper is to estimate specific industrial impacts on metropolitan

area incomes. The usefulness of knowledge about these impacts in formulating

an urban development policy is obvious. For example, if one industry

pays very high average wages but distributes them unequally, while

a second pays lower, but more equally distributed, average wages, this may

pose a difficult strategic problem for areas promotiL economic growth.

Furthermore the two labor forces will require a different mix of public

services and will represent cliff,. .t tax bases cre - a complication for

development strategies which is obscured by the conventional focus on the

number of jobs or the total wage bill.

Without attempting to distinguish between the human capital theory

and the job competition theory, a recursive model of the level and

distribution of family income that emphasizes the industrial structure

of the area is specified:

(1) MEDIAN = fl(X)

(2) GINI = fl (MEDIAN,

'MEDIAN = mddian faly income

GINI = Gini coefficient of family income

X, Y = vectors of exogenous variables.

6
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The income level influences the income distribution, but the degree

of inequality does not affect the income level.
2

Farbman (1975)

estimataa a single-equation model like equeLion (2) for SMSA Gini

coefficients for 1959.
3

The two-equation model proposed here has

obvious advantages. Assume that a variable common to the X-vector

and Y-vector has a positive impact in both equatilns. Assume, also,

that high income levels are associated with more equolly distributed

incomes (the "Kuznets hypcthesis", Kuznets, 1955). Then, this variable has

a direct effect, estimated in the second equation, that increases

inequality, and an indirect effect, operating through the higher

,,,edian income, that decreases inequality. The.total (net)-effectcan

be positive or negative, but this "true" effect cannot be determlned

from a single-equation model.

Equations (1) and (2) are a reduced form of a system of labor

supply and demand equations. The system is conceived of as being in

short-run equilibrium with firms and workers exogenously located

within each SMSA.
4

The elements of the X-vector and Y-vector represent

the supply and demand conditions existing in each area: the industrial

composition, quality of the labor force, racial composLtion, size,

and region of the SMSA.

In this paper, the industrial structure is ixied.by the Percentage

of employment in each of the eleven industries listed in Table 1.

The sum of the percentage employed in these indust:ries plus the

percentage listed as "industry not reported" equals 100 perdent.

Such an aggregation can test only gross effects of Industrial mix, since,
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for example, both oil refineries and textile firms are classified under

nondurable manufturing. A more appropriate test of industrial influences

would use data at the three- or four-digit lrvel; such a disaggregation,

however, is beyond the scope of this paper.

The quality of the labor force also affects the level and dis-

tribution of income. The educational composition of the labor force,

the percentage of adults with less than one year of high school, and

the percentage with at least a college degree, and the disability status

of the population are proxies for labor force quality. It is expected

that areas in which a larger percentage of the population has completed

college will have higher Incomes, while those with a large proportion

who are poorly educated or disabled will have lower incomes. Increases

in all three variables should increase inequality.
5

Wage differentials, due to discrimination or efficient screening

by employers, exist by race and age. The greater the percentage of

the population that is nonwhite and the lower the percentage of the pop-

ulation that is in the prime-age category (25 to 64 years), the

lower will be average wages and the greater will be the degree of

inequality.

The 1970 Census reports Gini coefficients for family incomes

and for male wages and female wages. Gini coefficients for all

wage earners are not reported. The data on industrial structure is

reported ae the percentage of the employed population in each industry,

so it is this unreported Gini coefficient that would be the most

appropriate depeneent variable. Rather than compute these Gini
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coefficients, family income was chosen as the basis for analysis.

Previous authors have also analyzed the distribution of family income

(Farbman, Aigner and Heins, Sale).

The percentage of total personal income from transfer payments and

the percentage from property income are included to bridge the gap

between wages and family incomes. Where a greater share of personal

income is in the form of transfers, income should be lower.and more

unequally distributed. A higher share from property income is expected

to be associated with higher but more unequally distributed incomes. Both

of these sources of income are distributed more unequally than wage and

salary income.

The female labor force participation rate is els:: incluCed as a

bridge between wages and family incomes. Where this participation rate

is higher, i' is expected that family incomes will be higher and more

equally distributed, since the participation of married women falls

as husband's income increases (Thurow, pp. 5-6).

The male labor force participation rate and the unemployment rate

are indicators of aggregate demand. If the model were estimated using

hourly earnings, these two variables would be unnecessary, since the

industrial mix would proxy demand effects. Since the model refers to

yearly earnings and since industry mix is exogenous in the short

run, it is expected that higher male labor force participation rates

and lower unemployment rates are associated with higher and more

equally distributed incomes.

Population size and density are included to analyze familiar ccincerns

in urban economics. Larger cities are expected to offer economies of

9
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scale up to a certain point at which negative externalities and diseconomies

of scale offset the benefits of diversifict.tion and specialization

(Hoch, 1972). If the effect of population on income levels were

negative, it would mean that cities were too large. On the other hand,

a larger population might mean higher incomes, but might attract poor

migrants, so that incomes rose but became more unequally distributed.

In an equilibrium urban model, larger and denser areas imply higher

rents and transportation costs, implying that workers in these areas

must receive higher incomes to compensatP for these costs.

Finally, a set of regional dummies is included in the income

level equation. Money income,creal incame, ierour measure, so

the regional dummies servaeas,price def1eftetat
6

It is assumed '

that the regional infl:mces affect all incomes within a region

equally, so they are not excluded from the income distribution

equation.

ESTIMATION OF THE MODEL

The two-equation model discussed above is estimated here as a

reduced form. The income level equation (1) is substituted into the

income distribution equation (2) for the median income variable. Then,

the estimation of the Gini coefficient equation by ordinary least

squares produces the total effects on the Gini of each independent

variable. As discussed above, this total is composed of one effect

that directly alters the income distribution and a second effect that

operates indirectly through the variable's effect on the income level.
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The ordinary least squares equations presented by previous authors are

misspecified because they include the income level as an exogenous

variable in the income distribution equation. But if the model presented

here is correct, then the income level should appear in the income

distribution equation enly as an endogenous variable, and a simultaneous

equations technique should be employed. Ivntifying such a model would

be difficu7t, howevcr, since it has been suggested that moet of the

independent variables exert influences on both the level and the

distribution of Income.

The earlier authors would he correct.in estimating the income distri-

bution equation using ordinary least squares with the income lev?.l

included as a regressor only if the true model were fully recursive..

In such a model the direct and the indirect effects of an independent

variable could be recovered from the two equations. For this to be the

case, the disturbance term in the income level equation would have to

be uncorrelated with the disturbance term in the income distribution

equation. However, if relevant independent variables have been omitted

from the model, it is probable that they, like the included variables,

would influence ',oth equations. Then, the omission of variables would mean

that the disturbance terms across equations were correlated and ordinary

least squares would produce biased estimates.

By neglecting the incame level equation and by using ordinary least

squares in a regression that includes the income level as a regressor,

previous authors have obtained biased estimates of the direct effect of

the independent variables on the income distribution. The approach taken...:

here estimates the total efect of these variables without simultaneous

equations bias.
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Table 2 presents the re8ults of the w.dian income equation and

the Gini coefficient equation. The model accounts for a large

proportion of the variance for each regression (aver 85 percent).

In regression (1), mining, finance, insurance and real estate, selected

services, construction. and durable manufacturing are associated

with the highest median incomes while professional and related services,

agriculture, forestry and fisheries, and wholesale and retail trade

are aseociated with the lowest income levels. A 1 percentage point increase

in the percentage of the labor force employed in construction increases

median income by $108 on average, while 1 percentage point increase in

the p.rcentage in wholesale and retail trade reduces the median by 43.
7

Regression (2) reveals that the largest reduction in the Gini coefficient

is associated with nondurable manufacturing a-d the smallest reduction is

associrted with wholesale and retail trade.

Despite the level of aggregation, several interesting patterns

emerge. Whore mining is an important industry, income levels are high

and incomes are distributed more equally than average; where agriculture,

forestry and fisheries, or wholesale and retail trade are important,

income levels are low and incomes are distributed more unequally than

average. Other industries offer tradeoffs between equality and income levels.

Finance, insurance and real estate, and selective services are

associated with high but uneaually distributed incomes. Conversely,

professional and related services are associated with relatively low

but more equally.distributed incomes. Mille these results should not

be viewed as definitive, they do suggest that areas promoting industrial

12
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location should be concerned not only with the number of jobs an'industry

offers but also with its effects on the area's level and distribution of

income.

Part of the industrial influences may be due to the composition

of the labor force in each industry. For example, the percentage of

employees that are female varies widely by industry in the U.S. as a

whole. In the high-income level industries--MIN and CNS--women were

only 8 and 6 pelcent of che labor force; in the low-income level industties

(excluding agriculture)--PAD, PRS, WR--they were 30, 63, and 41

percent of the labor force (U.S. Bureau of the Census, U.S. Summary

Volume, Table 236). Such compositional differences, however, may be

due to industrial demands, not to the supply of characteristics in

each SMSA, so they are appropriately included as industrial effects.

The educational composition has the expected effect on both the

median income and the Gini coefficient. Where a greater percentage

of the population has completed college, incomes are higher; where

the percentage with less than one year of high school is greater,

incomes are lower. Increases in either group lead to greater in-

equality.
8

Where a greater proportion of the population is disabled,

income levels are lower and inequality is greater. This impact on

the income level is quite large--a 1 per-enttge point increase in disability

lowers median incomes by about $86.

While nonwhites earn lower average incomes than whites in each

SMSA, differences across SMSAs in the percentage of the population that

is nonwhite do not significantly lower median income levels. However,

an increase in the percentage nonwhite does significantly increase income

13
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inequality. The composition of persoua1, income affects the-tneome level

and income distribution in the expected manner. Where a greater percentage

of personal income is received as income transfers, the median is lower,

while where a greater percentage is from property income, the median is

higher. Increases in both sources contribute to greater inequality.

Increasing female labor force participation raises income levels but

reduces inequality. The percentage in the prime-age category has

unexpected sign that is sigaificant in the income level equation.

the

An

only

increase in this group lowers median incomes and does not significantly

affect the distribution of inome. Unemployment,aag,male labor

force participation rates do not significantly affect either the income

level or the income distribution.

Larger and denser SMSAs have higher income levels, but neither size

nor density significantly affects the income distribution. The squared

term for population indicates that incomes rise up to an SMSA size of

about 3.5 million and then begin to decline. The regional dummies reveal

that the three southern regions have significantly lower money incomes

than the other regions.

Table 3 shows the magnitude of the effects of several independent

variables on the level and distribution of income. Panel 1 of Table 3

shows the estimated level and distribution of income at several SMSA

sizes for a high-incone region, the Pacific, and a low-income region,

West South Central, when all the independent variables are evaluated

at their sample means (as given in Table1). The median income in an

ave.:age SMSA of 2.5 million is about 9 percent higher than that in an

SMSA of 250,000 and about 1 percent higher than that in an

1 4
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SMSA of 5 million. Inequality is fairly constant across SMSA size

classes but rises by about 3 percent in an SMSA of 5 million.

Panels 2, 3, aad 4 of Table 3 present the impact of an increase

of 10 percentage points in the percentage of the population that is

nonwhite, the percentage with at least a college degree, and the per-

centage of females who are in the labor force. A comparison with

panel 1 reveals that where blacks are a greater percentage of the

population, income levels fall slightly, and inequality increases by

about 2 percent. Where a Lo:eater percentage of the population has graduated

from college, income levels rise by about 4 percent and the Gini

coefficient increases by alr: .t 8.5 percent. An increase in the rate

of female labor force participation raises incomes by about 7 percent

and reduces the Gini by about 2 percent. As with the industry mix variables,

there is an interaction between the effects of these independent

variables on the income level and distribution. Both effects can

be unfavorable, (increasing percentage nonwhite), favorable (increasing

female labor force participation), or offsetting (increasing percentage

with college degrees).

Table 4 presents the average industrial mix for a sample of

86 large SMSAs (1960 population greater than 250,000) in 196S and 1970.

The growth industries during the decade were wholesale and retail

trade, finance, insurance and real estate, and professional and

related services. The relative importance of all the other industrial

categories declined.
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Table 5 presents the effect of this total change in average industrial

mix on the level and distribution of income for the same two regions and

five SMSA sizes used in Table 3. Although WR and PRS are relatively

unattractive from the standpoint of income level and income distribution, the

impact of their changes were smll during the period. If industry

mix had not changed during the period, median incomes in 1970 would

have been about 3 percent higher and Gini coefficients would have

been about 1 percent lower than they actually were in 1970. In fact,,

the largest differences in Tables 3 and 5 are between the two regions.

In the Pacific Region, incomes are about 17 percent higher and Gini coefficients

about 6 percent lower than in the West South Central Region.

SUMMARY

In this paper a model was developed that accounts for the

variation in the level and distribution of family income across

metropolitan areas. The model draws from both the human capital

and the job competition theories of the labor market in the emphasis

it places on thc industrial structure of the metropolitan area.

This paper differs most from earlier N. in its emphasis on the

determination of both the income level and its distribution. It is

shown that many of the variables have opposing effects on the dependent

variables. The results can be used, with caution, to speculate

about the likely effects of changes in industrial composition

and other attributes of an area and its labor force on the level and

distribution of income. The results do establish the case for

further analysis of the relationship between income levels and the

degree of inequality across metropolitan areas.

16
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Table 1

Variables, Means, and Descriptions

Variable

Mean
(Std. Dev.) Description

MEDIAN .9518.08 Median family income
(1342.29)

GINI 344.93 Gini coefficient of family income (x 1000)
(30.93)

AGR 2.44 % of employed population aged '4 years
(2.21) and over employed in agriculture,

forestries, or fisheries

MIN 0.86 % of employed population aged 14 years
(2.26) and over employed in mining

CNS 5.62 % of employed population aged 14 years
(1.29) and over employed in construc,ion

DM 13.75 % of employed population aged 14 years
(9.25) and over employed in durable

manufacturing

NDM

TCU

WR

FIR

PRS

PAD

9.08 % of employed population aged 14 years
(5.25) and over employed in nondurable

manufacturing

6.28 % of employed population aged 14 years
(1.80) and over employed in transportation,

communication, and public utilities

19:79 % of employed population aged 14 years
(2.60) and over employed in wholesale and

retail trade

4.56 % of employed population aged 14 years
(1.41) and over employed in finance,

insurance and real estate

17.84 % of employed population aged 14 years
(4.88) and over employed in professional

and related services

5.67 % of employed population aged 14 years
(3.79) and over employed in public

administration

1 7
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Table 1 (con't)

Variable
Mean

(Std. Dev.) Description

SSV 8.23 % of employed population aged 14 years
(2.63) and over employed in selected services

HIGHSC 25.96 % of population aged 25 years and over
(6.93) with less than one year of high school

COLLEG 11.40 % of population aged 25 years and ove7.7

(4.07) with at least 4 years of college

BLACK 10.88 % of population nonwhite
(9.41)

LFPMLE 77.26 % of males aged 16 and over in labor
(4.47) force

'jNEM

DSABLE

4.41 % of civilian labor force unemployed
(1.39)

10.94 % of population aged 16 to 64 years with
(1.61) a serious illness or with a physical

or mental handicap

CCDEN 4.15 Central City population per square
(2.51) mile (in thousands)

FEMLFP 42.04 % of females aged 16 and over in labor
(4.18) force

AGE 56.20 % of population aged 25-64
(2.58)

POP 512.87 SMSA population size (in thousands)
(783.09)

PROP 9.63 % of total personal income from transfer
(2.16) payments

TRAN 13.78 % of total personal income from property
(2.81) income
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Table 1 (con't)

Variable

NEWENG

MIDATL

SOATL

ESCENT

WSCENT

ENCENT

WNCENT

MOUNT

Mean

(Std. Dev.) Description

PACIFIC

12

21

37

15

37

46

18

14

22

The nine census regions are entered

as dummy variables: 1 if the SMSA

is in the region; 0, if otherwise.

The nine regions are New England,

Mid-Atlantic, South Atlantic, East,

South Central, West South Central,

East North CPntral, West North

Central, Mountain, and Pacific. The

number of SMSAs in each region is

given in the column of means.

Note: Source for all data except the industrial mix variables, PROP, and

TRAN, is the 1970 Census of Population. Industrial mix variables were obtained

from the Brown University Urban Analysis Group, under the direction of Benjamin

Chinitz. PROP and TRAN are found in the Survey of Current Business (1972). The

sample includes 222 of the 243 SMSAs reported by the Census. Information on

foutteen smaller SMSAs in New England was unavailable because of the different

definition of the SMSA for that region. The seven SMSAs in the New York and

Chicago Standard Consolidated Areas were omitted since magy workers in

these areas live in one SMSA and work in another.

1 9
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Regression Results:.

Table 2

Determinants of the Level and Distribution
of Family Income

Independent
Variables

Median
(1)

Gini
(2)

Constant 10170.3 474.34

AGR 1.19 -0.91
(0.03) (0.96)

MIN 89.51 -2.70
(2.65) (3.43)

CNS 108.03 -2.48
(2.05) (2.02)

DM 79.99 -2.68
(2.63) (3.78)

NDM 60.43 -2.91
(1.88) (3.89)

TCU 73.32 -2.77
(1.82) (2.94)

WR -43.86 -0.32
(1.29) (0.40)

FIR 81.71 -1.97
(-53) (1.58)

PAS 37.26 -2.77
0 0: (3.54)

PAD 4r VI -2.34
(1.11) (3.02)

SSV 84.28 -1.08
(1.87) (1.03)

HIGHSC -46.01 1.49
(4.92) (6.84)

COLLEG 38.10 3.03
(1.66) (5.67)

BLACK -8.22 0.77
(1.29) (5.14)

LFPMLE -4.29 -0.67
(0.25) (1.66)

UNEM 7.98 -0.37
(0.17) (0.35)

DSABLE -86.01 1.06
(2.41) (1.28)

PROP 21.15 0.49
(1.30) (1.30)

TRAN -103.21 2.70
(2.37) (2.66)

20



0.46) (i.)0)

ESCENT -1519.33 25.88
(5.48) (4.00)

qSCERT -1692.06 22.57
(6.82) (3.90)

;.:NCENT -525.45 6.87
(2.17) (1.22)

,INCENT -963.89 8.06
(3.91) (1.40)

IOUNT -1239.14 9.57
(4.99) (1.65)

2
.870 .867

5td. error of regression 523.13 12.20

tes: Number of ob-,ervations is 222; t-statistics appear in parentheses below
regression coefficients; a t-statistic nf 1.96 is gignificant at the
5% level (two-tailed test).

The omitted categories are: industry not reported, percentage of
adults with between two years of high school and three years of
college, percentage of total personal income from wages and
salaries, and the Pacific Region.
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Table 4

Changes in Industrial Composition
in Largest SMSAs, 1960-1970

1960 1970
Percentage

Change

AGR 2.35 1.60 -32.1

MIN 0.64 0.54 -14.9

CNS 5.94 5.30 -10.9

DM 17.06 15.74 - 7.7

NDM 11.70 9.46 -19.1

TCU 7.40 6.60 -10.8

WR 18.96 19.63 3.5

FIR 4.81 5.20 8.1

SSV 8.28 7.79 - 6.0

PRS 12.67 16.48 30.1

PAD 5.82 5.56 - 4.4
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NOTES

Assistant Professor, School of Social Work, and Research Associate,

Institute for Research on Poverty, University of WisconsinMadison.

1
The level of income is measured by the median; the distribution,

by the Gini coefficient. Census money income includes transfers but does

not account for taxes. A family includes two or more persons residing

together and related by blood, marriage, or adoption. The incomes of

unrelated individuals are not analyzed here.

2 The income distribution may influence aggregate consumption and

savings, and, therefore, the income level (Blinder, 1975). However,

national capital markets should prevent differences in consumption

and savings across SMSAs from influencing SMSA income levels.

3Farbman reviews several other studies that have estimated

similar single-equation models for states. Also, see Aigner and Heins

(1967), and Sale (1974). Holmes and Munro (1970) use a simultaneous

equations model for Canadian regions; Schofield (1975), for British regions.

4A long-run model in which industrial location and labc- migration

are both endogenous is beyond the scope of this paper. Such models are,

in fact, extremely difficult to estimate. See, Engle (1974) for an attempt

to model employment and migration for a single metropolitan area.

5The omitted educational variable is the percentage of the

population with betweLn two years of high school and three years of

college. This group accounts for about two-thirds of the population

in an SMSA, so an increase in either tail of the educational distribution

should increase inequality.
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6
The Burueau of Labor Statistics publishes data on urban living

costs for fewer than forty selected metropolitan areas. Hoch (1972)

argues that most of the variation in these living cost indices can

be explained by population size and region.

7
The sum of the percentage employed in each industry adds to

100 percent. Thus, a one percentage point increase in employment in each

industry for a given SMSA refers to a constant number of jobs. However,

since different industries have different employment bases, a 1 percentage

point increase in employment has a different effect on their relative shares.

For example, a 1 percentage point increase in employment in mining more than

doubles the number of people in mining, while a one point increase in

wholesale and retail trade changes .e.mployment in that industry by only

about 5 percent.

8
Although the linear regression reported here accounts for a large

portion of the variance in the Gini coefficient, a paradox is involved.

When some characteristic is in the minority (for example, being nonwhite

or being a college graduate), it may tend to increase inequality. If this

characteristic were to become the attribute of a majority, the effect

on the Gini coefficient would reverse. This reversal forms the basis

for the Kuznets hypothesis (Kuznets, 1955). During the course of

economic development, agricultural employment declines from a majority

to a minority of the labor force. In the early stage, the movement

out of agriculture increases both the income level and the degree

of inequality. As the majority of the population joins the industrial
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work force, income levels continue to increase, but inequality 'egins to

decline. Nonlinearities for several variables were estimated, but only

the one for population was significant and is reported in Table 2.
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